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IS Responsive to communication(s) filed on Nov 30, 2000 . 

£8 This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed 
in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3 month(s), or thirty days, whichever 
is longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause the 
application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 



Disposition of Claims 

IS Claim(s) 1, 3, and 5-8 



is/are pending in the application. 



Of the above, claim(s) 
□ Claim(s) 



(XI Claim(s) 7, 3, and 5-8 

□ Claim(s) ^ 

□ Claims 



is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is Qpproved 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 



disapproved. 



Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

Kl Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 
IS All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 
23 received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) . 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
•Certified copies not received: 



□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e). 

Attachment(s) 

IS Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: it is dependent from canceled 
claims (2 and 4). Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1, 3, 5(1), and 5(3) are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kemp Jr. et al. (US 4,873,148). Kemp teaches a metallic coated particle which comprises a core 
consisting essentially of a material selected from the group consisting of metals, alloys, ceramics, 
ceramic glasses, and a coating relatively uniformly distributed around the core (abstract). The 
coating consists essentially of a relatively ductile and/or malleable metallic material selected from 
the group consisting of metals and metal alloys (abstract) and preferably has a coating thickness 
less than 5 microns (col 2, lines 10-11). The core material may be magnetic: iron or nickel (col 1, 
lines 63-64). The particles may be used in the formation of thin uniform coatings as applied by 
physical vapor deposition or chemical vapor deposition. These coatings are continuous (col 1, 
lines 13-20). 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in 
this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

j 

5. Claims 1, 3, 5(1), 5(3), and 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated 
by Atarashi et al. (US 5,763,085). Atarashi teaches a powder naving multilayered films on the 
surface, comprising a metal core having at least one metal oxide film thereon (abstract). The 
metallic oxide layers have a thickness of from 0.01 -20 microns (abstract), preferably 0.02-5 
microns (col 6, line 9). The core is preferably magnetic and selected from the group consisting of 
iron, cobalt, nickel, etc (col 5, lines 29-59). The coating(s) is a metal oxide may be dielectric (col 

A 

8, lines 40). The particles may be consolidated as a toner (col 9, line 37), a heat dissipating sheet 
(col 13, linel9) or heat dissipation of electronic parts (col 13, lines 13-19). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -8 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

1. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 



should be directed to Kevin R. Kruer whose telephone number is (703) 305-0025. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Paul Thibodeau, can be reached on (703) 308-2367. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703)305-5436. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)308-0651. 




Kevin R. Kruer 
Patent Examiner 




AaulThfoodeau 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 1 700 



